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Responses to Matt Brown’s Questions


 
Can I get the actual sampling results? (maps provided showed range of asbestos levels for samples; not actual numbers)


I’ll mail them along with another map.  I can’t locate the electronic versions.


--I see asbestos at varying levels was found well outside the bounds of operable unit 3...What are the implications of that? Any possible changes to unit boundary? (maybe the broader question here should be: What do these results mean?)


We are still collecting data to characterize potential exposures at this OU and have not yet completed a human health or ecological risk assessment, so we cannot comment as to the potential risks.  We currently have no plans to change the unit boundary, although it is common practice under CERCLA to adjust site boundaries, as needed, based on the extent of known contamination.  We will continue to examine this issue.



--Does the EPA have any knowledge of what was logged within that area during time when the vermiculite mine was in operation? (particularly years when production was substantial) And, regarding the bark piles at OU-5, any sense of how much of that logged material might have ended up in the piles at the former Stimson yard?


We do know that some of the areas around the mind site were logged but we have no information on where the logs were sent for processing.  We have not compiled data to correlate the logging activity in OU3 with the mining activities at the vermiculite mine.  Since there were other timber mills in addition to the Stimson mill operating during that time, the data likely would provide little predictive information relative to OU5.



Have these sampling results been considered in the decision not to pursue fate of material from those piles at OU-5?
 


Based on our current information about the bark piles at OU5, we do not plan to try to identify the locations of the material that was sold.  EPA has considered all of the historical activities related to the potential asbestos contamination of the bark piles at OU5, and we are proceeding with a sampling plan to further characterize the contaminant levels in the pile and a characterization of any potential risk that contamination may pose, if any.  


You’d mentioned the possibility of putting me in touch with someone with such answers—that would be great. Particularly on the topic of what the results mean.



